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Jeane J. Kirkpatrick 

Polygraphs? 

No. 

To be or not to be polygraphed? The ques- 
tion rocked Washington last week after Secre- 
tory of State George Shultz rebelled pubiidy 
agai nst a p residential directive establishing 
go vernment-wid e lie detector examinations 
for persons with access to sensitive, secret in- 
formation. 

For the president and those who sup- 
ported his directive, the issue was control- 
ling leaks and spies. For Shultz the issue 
was personal trust. “The minute in this gov- 
ernment I am told I am not trusted is the 
day I leave,” he declared. He also expressed 
grave reservations about the lie detector’s 
effectiveness in catching professional spies 
and leakers. 

The CIA, which has required polygraph 
examine bona <* employees for years, could- 
n t see what aH the fuss was about. For . 
them, the polygraph seemed an effective 
“deterrent." 

“Thoisands of people in the 
community submit to polygraph 
in recognition of the need to protect the na- 
tion’s most vital secrets," a CIA statement as- 
serted, noting “the number of leaks of sensi- 
tive, classified- information- -in recent years 
makes dear that a growing number of those 
given special trust have not lived ia> to their 
obligation.” ^ 

True enough. For five yean leeke-of to- 

formation and 'Hnformatinn hate pi a 

the Reagan administration, ■nhwiasmii the 
government, complicating poKcy-mafag and 
creating international problems. Leaks have 
been used at high, high levels'of government 
to undermine policy rivals and advance per- 
sonal ambitions. They have caused real dam- 
age to policies and policy-makers. They have 
undermined our government's dignity. They 
have called into question the president’s 
competence. 

Unauthorized disclosure of sensitive or se- 
cret information may be a serious problem 
when the subject is policy and the recipients 

are journalists. It b an especially serious prob- 

tem when the subject is defense*reiated and 
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the recipient is a potentially hostile foreign 
government. This form of unauthorized disclo- 
sure is called spying. Whether the spy works 
For money (a» the Walker ring apparently did) 
or for love of another country or ideology (as 
the Rosen bergs did), spying can seriously 
damage national security. The Walkers, for 
example, have apparently compromised our 
communication system and endangered 
aspects of our defenses. 


mat me soviet Union encourages such 
betrayals of national security is beyond rea- 
sonable doubt. They also rely on spying to 
promote development. Documents captured 
when the French government broke a major 
W nng two years ago (and expelled 47 
Soviet officials) confirmed that the Soviets 
rely heavily on planned theft and stolen 
technology and field large networks of spies 
to steal the desired technology. 

Spying is big, serious, dirty business and 
does us real harm. Recent disclosures sug- 
gest, moreover, that it may be increasing. 

I have not the slightest indnation to mini- 
n' 1 * the damage that leaks do to our polity 
nor what spies do to our rational security. I do 

not doubt that further steps could and should 

»» Protect u s from them. Routinely 
suhrnittmgthouMUufo of government emptoy- 
ee^to lie detector examinations, however. 

remedy for the 

“"^tediiiof eapionage and leakaig. 

<* the poly- 

ftaph. which, aa the American Forewi Serv- 
«Aaa«jtion nojjd laat week. wtu^cenj 
°* La** Wu-Tai 

°* Q* * ** 30 yean. 

£2?** pa T d poiy- 

graphtrata. The polygraph is a gross natru- 

th at js pr obably leaat effeabvT^uM 
m* imoat effective professional spies. 

But t here are more compelling reasons to 
<Wae its government-wide use. The insti- 

political culture on which democracy rests. 



\/ ** 


..■ vww wenHw nave long agreed that of 
all fonna of govmmant democracies have 


the greatest n eed for. mutual trust. “We 
scarcely perceive the immense political trust 
wereipoee in one another.” wrote Walter 
“•§****• the great 19th-century English com- 
meiXstu an hie own country’s democratiza- 
tkatByhot believed “the first prerequisite 
ot elective government is the mutual confr* 
(tame of the electors," which he said con- 
traded sharply with the “diffurod distrust and 
suspicion” of semi-barbarous 


Democratic politics requires that we trust 
our country and oar future to the voting 
deawons of people whose backgrounds, ex 
penence, intentions end character we do not 
know. Surely, wn cannot have less confi- 
dence m those “entrusted" to govern us. 

• £ that s u fan i ta aH government offi- 
aala dealing with secret or senaitive informa- 
tion to examination by lie detector either as- 
sume* they may be persona of doubtful 
character or loyalty or else aawmes that lead- 
ers should set an example in a system of insti- 
tutxmafiKd distrust. 

Routine, government-wide use of poly- 
graphs violates some very basic 'tenets of lib- 
eral democracy. It requires that government 
employees prove they are innocent of wrong- 
doing. It requires they admit officials into pn- 
vate. even nonconscious realms of feeling 
over which only totatitarian governments 
claim jurisdiction. It requires, in other words, 
that government employees give tip basic 
rights of American citizens as a condition of 
employment. 

Are such requirements necessary? They 
may be in the specialized world of covert intel- 
ligence and counter-intelligenee whose politi- 
cal culture require*' Institutionalized distrust. 

It does not follow that they are necessary or 
desirable in other domains. 

How then are we to protect ourselves 
against the depredations of spies and leak- 
ers? The answer. I believe, lies in education 
and socialization that breed and emphasize 
loyalty as a virtue; in careful background 
checks of persons appointed to positions of 
trust; in the scrutiny of a free press; in the 
prompt and severe punishment of infringe- 
ment. 

Leakers, once identified, should be fired, 
not tolerated. Real spies, who weaken us by 
the betrayal of trust as well as of secrets, 
should be the object of our gravest condem- 
nation. To defeat them it is not necessary to 
un dermine the freedom we seek to protect. 


— — In finpliiTlniiSjiHiiiii 
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